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€. meeting to order at 4:37 PM @: ;
2. Rollcall:

Board Members Present:. Dexté §by, Dan Johnstone, Elliott Merja, Mark Carlson, Richard Liebert,
Thornton, and Rob Ska ki.
Board Members Absent:
& O%

3. Approval&fM' tes\February 19, 2019
i '

&
o ions to approve the minutes. %
Rich it secends the motion
AI@ motion passes 7-0

ewBusiness:
Elliot Merja (00:02:23) makes a personal statement. He says t appreciates everyone who came to
this important meeting today. He would like everyog hat this board is composed of all
volunteers who are interested Cascade County ci withthe same concerns as the public. He then

asks everyone to sign in as we need public record of all attendees for the county public records. He goes

on ta say, “that tonight’s Planning Board meeting has been called as a public hearing to the Cascade

County Planning staff [...]. So that, the Cas@e County Planning staff may make further presentation to Q
the Planning Board of their proposed ch@es to the Cascade County Zoning Regulations. The purpose Q

of tonight’s public hearing is to [obtain] lic comment and feedback to the proposed changes. The
i v decisions tonight, We anticipate there will be at least
lanning Board. [it] will entertain any motions involving %
nty Board of Commissioners. We only make @

Planning Board dces not anticipate m

recommendations as to whetherthis should go to the Commissioners or not. The law requires us to
foliow a formal [process] for - ing-tonight’s public hearing. | will require that everyone abide
this process to ensure derlyinflow of information for the board to process. And so that gverychein

one additional public hearing held be

attendance will be givan.an efjual opportunity to participate. The County Attorney’s office ist the
Planning Board as need sure the proper process is followed. If you wish to make a cora
the Planning Boafd
for those in attenda

\ ho are unable to access the podium, You will nead to provide yo
address for therégarth,Please remember to address your comment to the Planning Bg3 @ 30
the audien person speaking has the right to do so without interruption@qg dience,

whether those i asttendance be in support of, or opposed to that idea being presen Respectful

civili@a rum will be insisted upon. Boisterous outburst, applauding, an entary from the

a o‘g ot be tolerated. It is disruptive to the process and has a stif
2 1 ‘.\ '3 L

suppressing impact
iCparticipation. All members of the public have an equal righ

: tfully heard by the
wnitg Board without cause to believe their participation and opini fess important or relevant

£) A)
Cr d
he public process than more vocal attendees. The notice of ton ngeting indicates that public

r 2
@ ment would generzally be limited to five (5} minutes. Due to s¢ i g conflicts the planning board

rrrdy lose its quorum numbers at about 7:30 PM this evening. limited time [...] for tonight’s
earing and the likelihood that many members of our copame da/not have endless hours to wait for
2

<
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their opportunity to make a commen

and concise. A ‘'me too’ comig g as much with this board as the original speaker who
elaborated at length o particedars of a concern. If a member of the public is elabarating 6n-2
and providing new and relevantjinformation to provide tc the Planning Board, additional ti

permitted by the board. 5e'do not stand and read materials that have already been submitte
the board as tha ot new informaticn. The format for this evening hearing will be ¢ cted by

beginning with a sta ort from the Planning staff.{...] The Planning staff [also] has a pre ation to

eport. Because the proposed amendments are lengthy, w wilm the
Planning statf regarding the proposed amendments, one section at a time. After information
about tha is presented, | will invite public comment, fcllowed by boardAdisc n. The board

may@;e@ation from the Planning staff or legal counsel in regard to@es raised by the
i y simply take a particular public comment under advise tollow this format
ection until we conclude the staff report or until we run gxwhichever occurs first,
personal note, after reviewing the written and verbal com e a pattern of concerns
se regulations are changing to allow— and we are going to let'the hants out of the bag

@ ght— to allow a slaughter plant, and such. These regulations acade it more restrictive. They
did— you don’t have to worry about that. The other thing that arAe to is with regards to medical

arijuana. We can change regulations on that— | don't have & probtern with whatever you guys want to

F you want it next door to your house

somewhere in town— we are the county. We are not ihart, Belt, Cascade, and Great Falls are

QQ all incorporated cities in our county. If you want it@ e Heavy or Light Industrial, or anything

that is on the fringe of the city— because that is where the county is—you need to go to the city and talk
to them. That's just a personal note. Thank you.” The Planning staff to is given the flcor to speak.

>

A. 2015 Zoning Regulation Revisions

1. Presentation by Michael Stone
2. Staff Report by Anna Ehnes, Michae e, and Sandor Hopkins @

3. Board Discussion & Public Comme

Michael Stone({00:09:27)gives t ::aff's multi-media presentation @

Sandor Hopkins (00:20:3 he Intreduction, Title Page, Section 1, and Section 2 of the S rt

Public Comment:

Ne Rd, Great Falls, MT 59405 speaks off topic about pricing fee lanning
. il priced, the slaughterhouse proposal, the government be di, as well

298 Hastings Rd, Sand Coulee, MT 59472 {00:31:27) than@th odrd. She says she is
current growth
hé states Goal 2, Objective C in the growth policy in relatio confusion. She would like

ification on how the proposed zoning regulations change of use g telates to current growth
DO B
t Merja {00:34:30) says that he appreciates the comment a s up a good point regarding
@ Section 1in regard to the current growth policy. He says th nfusion may dissipate as the

S 'S
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Planning staff reads the next sectign, Which discusses district name changes such as mixed-use
districts. Then, he asks for f om ents.

Logan Tinsen at 19 Sto reat Falls, MT 59405 (00:35:00) thanks the board. He saysthiat h
would like some of t figitions to have further clarification, specifically in regard to the e-

Added Agricultyre definitiof. He suggests Value-Added Agriculture be broken down ipto distify

categgeries, such p based Value-Added Agriculture and livestock Value-Added A%e.
Jaybe Floyd at stake Ln, Great Falls, MT 59405 (00:36:19) says that there negd be'a scale

(size) rec %} e definitions, as there are scales listed for definitions such 5% glants...
Kirsten KI@ 25 3" Ave. N, Great Falls, MT 59401 (00:37:52) says she is h@

the maps. She would like the maps to be more defined. <

up
ien at 101 14" Ave S, Great Falls, MT 59405 {00:38:54) no

ugh time

current growth
ing staff for the
sroppsed zoning changes. Then, she notes Section 2.2 an agricultured he would like the
icu!tural uses to be divided into various categories. She wouldwerplants to exclude the use
e

coal as an energy source.

icy-objectives that only a few objectives have been addressed by

00741:39) says that the scale on the
ere should also be separation and
farms.

Stacy Hermiller at 2340 Northern Lights Dr, Great Falls, MY
agriculture definition should be more defined. She s3
Q clarification between industrial agricultural faciliti

Q Board Discussion: Q

Richard Liebert (00:43:13) says he would like the growth policy to be rewritten before working on
revising the current zoning regulations. He also says that he does not like changing the name of

Agriculture to categories of MU-40 an =20 Districts.

the name change is a huge concern with the public.

-tion 4, Section 5, and Section 6 of the Staff Report @ 2\/

Public Comment:
Carolyn Craven {00:47:24} séys she.i$ opposed to the name change and division of Agricultur

and MU-20 Districts a he reiterates that there should be division in agricultural useljrigo various
categories, such as crop animal use.

Kate Bonahoom at N Rodney St, Helena, MT 59601 (00:47:24) says she would like al ty laws

and regulationgto-ha-dropped on medical marijuana use and industries.
Logan Tins 0:5 { 4} says that he believes all information in Appendix 2: Map@ d 2 is based
i %why there is no

on statis ings, which is flawed. He also wonders and would like to be a
b

Mark Carlson (00:45:12) says he agrees t

<20 Déstrict from Great Falis to Belt and why most of the MU-20 District sin the Floodplain
% that he is against the name change as he finds no informa up a reason as to
i s to be changed. He wonders why the pubiic has access to versionfour (4) of the proposed
i gulations but does not have access to the previous versions. He weauld also like
3 ahensive planning involving landowners, justifications for these-gtaris, more focus on long term
uIts, to put the proposed zoning regulations on hold, to work ing the growth policy now,
and he opposes the current zoning regulation revisions.
@Debm Jenkins says that she agrees with Logan Tinsen’s re :

|
& Y&
|
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Jaybe Floyd (00:59:46) says thatst i5 this proposal to be more of a zone change, and that people
need to be notified of this z¢ ang&. She continues to say that she is not against having the zo

the zoning regulations do need to be changed but woul the
ve public by having public involved in and during the writing froces

process to be more gpen to

Carolyn Craven, Debra Ruggerre at 2819 8th Ave S, Great Falls, MT 59405, Karen Carlson-at 346 ett
Rd, Sand Coulee, 472, Carlie Smith at 7 Coal Mine Ln, Great Falls, MT 59405, Patty%at 172
T 59405, Eileen Hyndman at 983 Mciver Rd, Great Falls, M% nd

Highland Rd, Grept Fa

Susan Hillstrom'a 607/3rd Ave SW, Great Falls, MT 59404 agree with Jaybe Floyd: >

Board Discwssi& %

Richagd’ 'e(kéﬁial:oﬁf:OB asks how the medical marijuana providers becapig’i o@w the I-2 District.
erne

}
s (01:04:38) answers that the zoning regulations for medica jgha remain currently
ively unchanged since the Medical Marijuana Act was initia tanning staff did not
addregs this particular topic. However, buffer zones were created previous|y. By default, medical
ijuana has only been allowed in the |-2 District, as there were out for them in any other
cistrict,
@chard Liebert {01:05:13) states a list of requests that he
instance, he says that he would like some flexibility wi
would like handouts to be given to every attendee %ﬁ g as well as more multi-media
att

presentations. He also would like less data to be g eetings and more articulation of various
things. Then, he asks how we came to the decision to change the name of the Ag District.

HL

tie Planning Staff to implement. For
utgtions with medical marijuana. He

Michael Stone (01:06:29) replies that the idea comes from the notice of nonconforming lots within the
Ag District. The question became at the why is around forty percent {40%) of the medium sized Q
lots (20 acre lots) of the Ag District noncrming. The reason was found because there were many Q
small properties. Those areas are being proposed to be rezoned to MU-20 District. After that the
Planning staff, realized the current Ag would allow a slaughterhouse, light manufacturing, and

light assembly. These businesses and assembligs are not defined in the current zoning regulations. Staf@

would be confronted by people whoarg proposing an industrial use which was considered in that
planner’s interpretation or by gamimon usage. The Planning staff decided to take the district as it wa

and split it in such a way that ed the areas that are primarily residential uses. Those pri riI
residential use areas b =11U-20 District. The other areas, such as those marked by p £35S,
large land lots, and less dense residential use became the MU-40 District. Using lot sizes as a,statistical

indicator, their assumpti 5 that residential lots that are primarily residential (not homest ites
on an agricultura ation) would become smaller and more concentrated. Despite this indicator

being statistical, it is Spatial as it looks at its surrounding lots based ¢n a weighted value ta
QOveral}, th@ protect more densely concentrated areas of residential {3 e currently
existing a % manufacturing and industrial uses that exist in the Ag Distrj %s written in the
current zoting tegulations. The current zoning regulations allow a rendering plaughterhouse,

er one Special Use call out in Ag District, which seemed a brd to the Planning staff.
%e Ptanning staff broke the Ag District apart, but did not breg nvention as it is

hose Uses should be considered

vidually, which is why a slaughterhouse is now called out instead.of g as it is currently in the

S X
ng regulations. The proposed zoning regulations revisions will eople to know that there is a
at that proposed Special Use Permit

posed Special Use Permit coming to their neighborhood ang-w

is exactly coming to their neighborhood. He says that all of what the Planning Division has done is split
the Ag District up in accordance to their current uses. Th “20Bistrict will allow more retail and

5
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7
commercial uses and removes,someofithe uses from more remote areas where it could destroy the : ;
roads and land. The MU-40 D ill'se primarily agricultural use as the Planning staff cannot an
not prohibit agricultur

Richard Liebert (01:11:4 ks/the Planning staff if the concept of MU-20 and MU-40 District re
examined by any% rian Clifton, the previous Planning director.

Michael Stone (01: eplies yes. Then he goes on to say, the current naming of our Ag ict does
not match{i}s curm ses in its district. A normal Ag District is strictly agricu!tu;@!us i re allowed
in that dist erstands that people are upset about the name change. g that in

O o
Appendig@%dded some uses. However, none of the uses were not alreagy the present Ag
y <d a

Dist@t. e simply trying their best to sptit the Ag District with whatéal resent in a manner

at is already in that district. %
tebert (01:13:55) disagrees with Michae! Stone’s statement a like the public to
cgmeaven mare involved.

@n Burrows speaks off topic and warns the board members abouughterhouse, property
s, and how the sfaughterhouse will be bringing outsiders into ounty, which he finds unpleasant.
@rme of the public applaud his remarks.

Eileen Hyndman {01:16:34) asks about the impact on nejg
Q noise ordinance nor an oder ordinance in Cascade %»,

do not enforce such things as well. She would I'|ke/@>

Carolyn Craven (01:17:38) asks how they tock into consideration of the prime agricultural soils.

Michael Stone (01:18:33) replies the way th%{ prime farmland is taken into consideration is by impact of Q

g residential areas as she has found no
Shé also finds that Special Use Permit’s (SUP)

amechange and uses to be considered further.

prime farmland in accordance to the Gr Policy. It would be extremely difficult, yet interesting to

zone the county by topography and soil guality, rather than zoning the county by trying to follow
property lines as it has been done in the past. They do use the NRCS soils database to create a prime g i

farmland map, which is used as a reference in Special Use Permit applications. It is up to the Zoning

S Ei

he AG Districts. He mentions that he has a letter from the Castade
bet 2018 stating that medical marijuana growers are in Ag Distric

a medical marijuana grower
County attorneys on Nowe

dispensaries are District. However, the county has now told him to move to |-2 Distfict. He is
concerned about-ho loss of medical marijuana dispensaries and growers will aff onomy
as well as the cedical marijuana patients. He also describes his difficulty warkj ith the
Cascade Co Comm

th the Planning staff. Dale Yatsko answered his question a b} ans. Then he stated
issue with the Planning staff that the staff have been heipfil, heless, the Planning

issioners, He would like medical marijuana to be classifie %
Richard Li Dale Yatsko about veterans using medical marijuana. He alfso - t whether he
. e
§ %

6
S S
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Kate Bonahoom (01:30:23) says that agrees with Dale Yatsko's concerns and frustration. She says @
that the medical marijuana p is fifteen (15) years old. Before two years ago when the rules
changed, it was like th vest: She understands Cascade County’s need to regulate in o to keep
order and legality. Ho

state’s regulations. She iterates how she finds that the County should drop their rules-an
regulations on n%lfnarijuana as it is a state issue not a county issue. She finds tha se rules
-0

occurred becaus lack of rules for so long in the past.
Nate Kluz at597 ‘l .ﬂ_ on Rd, Belt, MT 59412 (01:32:30) asks in regard to the n @was the
Planning sta% dered keeping the agricultural classification and limiting the A s expectable
& .
Stag ‘?% peaks off topic about the slaughterhouse.

O%
vMcKelvey at 350 Hastings Rd, Sand Coulee, MT 53472 (01:34:32) w he served on the

ing Board and the Zoning Board of Adjustment in the past. He also-tells 8f how they discussed

“ xed use, He says he does not see the problem as to why they ng;;g ange of name. He says,
Mlaybe just tweak— fix the problems within agriculture to fix the p mhs within agriculture, instead of

going the other way.” He says you should also use zoning to impact. He then says that he is
opposed to this effort to change the zoning regulations, 85 ot the order that proceeded in the
past when he was on the board.
Some of the public applaud his Conn McKelvey's rem@ itta Lee gt 38 Cheyenne Dr, Great Falls,
MT 59404 says that she agrees with the previous sp rs about medical marijuana. She also finds it

currently too difficult for small businesses in Great Falfs to prosper and establish themselves currently.

Anna Ehnes {01:39:30) reads Section 7 of% Staff Report

Public Comment:

Nate Kluz {01:53:07) asks what the logic behind'the ratios of lot coverage in professional practice is. He
would also like to know what the g@ d practice is for determining coverage of land, and what would

their peers do in a comparablesitugtigh. Furthermore, he objects to Value-Added Agriculture as a terfy
unfit. He also wishes the board to decide tonight on these

as he finds the word unprofesl and
zoning regulations.

Debra Jenkins {01:56:01) t she agrees with Nate Kluz and Conn McKelvey. She asks for
clarification on tha Zoning Administrator as mentioned in Section 7.5.8 and in other areas of Section 7.
She would like tc%ow a Zoning Administrator leader allows a vote. She also agree t there
needs to be clarification’of sizes and durations have/within the definitions. She also 3 t the
commodit: wolld pe separately looked at, especially in regard to storage ared 2 d
Principal U@%nces of Section 7.6.9 MU-20 District, she would like a more d d-and a range of
sizes of iirat gualifies for a specific district. @

Co 01:59:56) says that he would like to see further analysis 3¢ i5eontrary to the

N

m‘; a8

raven {02:00:44} says that she has concerns over Section 7.1 ight and heavy industries.
a is'concerned aver the language of “all nonresidential uses not o@r ise prohibited by law...” in
at section. She finds it more appropriate to rephrase the language te’vall nonresidential uses not
otherwise prohibited by law be considered through the Spegj ermit process” as there is no
Special Use Permit process related to Heavy Industry. S es in Section 7.5, 7.12, 7.13,and 7.14

th policy.

7
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g district standards. She would like there to be some set o:@: ;

that only light industry has a set ofZo

standards for Heavy Industry, it Development, Mixed Use, MU-20, and Mu-40. She the
mentions Section 7.12.Z Light Industrial permitted uses it says, “industrial uses with statem e
8.2.1 does not make sense with Section 7.12.2. She finishas\by sayihg

that she is opposed to te ary work force housing mentioned in Section 7.6, MU-20 Distri

Nick Mehmke at 82 Hwy 89, Great Falls, MT 59406 (02:03:54) says that he would like ity in

regard to Value riculture classification,
Board Discus@ : Y

Dexter BU@IS) says in Section 7.13.2 that “Medical Marijuana uses are itted.” He does not

permitting uses and that they should look at that wording.”

D usby agrees with Sandor Hopkins clarification.

d Liebert (02:06:27) asks if the Planning staff could define perrincipal use is and ‘by right’.

e’wonders as well if anything goes in a permitted principal us
@ndor Hopkins (02:06:44) explains that ‘by right’ is a shortha n@r permitted principal uses. A
permitted principal use is a use that is allowed through a Location/Conformance Permit along with

other standards of approvat and permits by other departments and agencies such as the health
department. He goes on to say that uses for an ar% Il feed-to be called out in the category of that
zoning area’s permitted principal uses.

fin %
5 opkjins {02:06:09) replies that we permit the facilities related t‘ rijuana.

Richard Liebert {02:08:02) finds Appendix 3 useful. He also would like clarification with the size range of
qualification for either MU-20 District and@y-ﬂfﬂ District.

&
Id be in either district. One district would have a lot size Q
ot size. If one was in MU-40 District, one would be
ke\an impact as it does not prohibit one from doing
er subdividing. Unless, ane has some other type of @

Richard Liebert (02:09:20) finds est g that veterinary clinics are currently a SUP. However, wit

ning staff is trying to reduce SUP requirements in a broad context.

Michael Stone {02:08:53) replies that one ¢g
that conforms with that district’s minima

understands that the Rla

Richard Liebert spegks to Co cKelvey by questioning his past job experience and experieace in regard
to the Loenbro comp Elfiot Merja states that he is Loenbro company’s neighbor, as wel w the
riginally Agricufture land.

land for the compdny™
Elliot Merja ays that his opinion is that having a MU-4G District or a Mé} ¢t, makes it a

etting into problems with spot zoning.

bit easier (g av
Con @32:12:14) says that he disagrees and finds that leaving the Az
& rotected the county. %&

<

trict and spot
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Sandor Hopkins (01:39:30) readof the Staff Report

Public Comment:

Carolyn Craven (02:22:08)\asks if we could switch to a more sustainable and cleaner energy such as wind
and solar energy, which e in alignment with Growth Policy Goal 1, Objective J.

Susan Colvin at 287 er Rd, Great Falls, MT 59404 agrees with Carolyn Craven’s remarks:

Jeff Thill at 2015 , Great Falls, MT 59401 (02:23:23) asks if the zconing regulati gard to
the firewoﬁ? er e changed to match the state’s ARM 23.12.501. He woul i scade

County togk rtain regulations in regard to temporary fireworks stand differfro e state.

Hastings Rd, Sand Coulee, MT 59472 (02:28:20) mentiong App about large

e'pragduction of agricultural products dees not seem to be required SUP. He mentions that
E 1 '. 8 -

\ { .He says large scale
ats have a setback requirement of at least one (1) mile from a residential’'property and does not

o require a SUP. Lastly, he does not understand why there ie zone for trees.
Board Discussion: none

Anna Ehnes (02:30:29) reads Section 9, Section 10, an ctio of the Staff Report

QQ Public Comment: QQ

Debra Jenkins {02:33:14) says that she approves of Section 9.2.4 Location/Conference Permit expiration
date clarification changes.

Carolyn Craven agrees with Debra lenkins o@ remarks of Section 9.2.4 and Eileen Hyndman remarks QQ
on the need for noise and odor regulations.
Carolyn Cravgn (02:33:37) finds that the Id be an ordinance on air pollution emission regulations
on top of odor and noise regulations:
Eileen Hyndman agrees with Carofy/@’s remarks.
Board Discussion: none @ @
Richard Liebert (02:35:03) as5ks the difference is between a SUP and an Unclassified Use Perfiit
(UUP) a5 well as how a\UWP camie about. He also asks if a UUP is not restricted or bound to a\certai
district.
Sandor Hopkins (02:3 replies yes to the question about UUP being not bound or restri by a

certain district. Ag UUP, he is unfamiliar with its origin as it was established b ame to
work with fbje Pt é g Division. He will have to research that answer later on. e can say that
the stand %are applicable to a SUP are identical to a UUP’s applicable starda He says the
diffeﬁnc@?t UUP’s that are separate from specific zoning districts can.be agpli€d to any district

Wi a

ty as a special case by case basis. %
R jebert discusses UUP’s in regard to the slaughterhouse. Sandor epfies to his comments
by’stating that they will be addressing UUP’s more in depth in the next se eading.

l @@@ | @@@

R0369490 04/23/2019 12:44:05 PM Total Pages: 14




7 7

Anna Ehnes (02:37:18) reads Segtion 12,"5ection 13, Section 14, Section 15, Section 16, Section 17, a
Section 18 of the Staff Report @

Public Comment:

Ryan Villines at 3024 5th AvéS; Great Falls, MT 59405 {02:41:34) states observations. He questian

purpose of zoninzoning. %
Michael Stone {02:42:05) asks for specificity.
Ryan ViIIine asks what the scope and purpose is of creating new zones@& it should be

to drive devel nt.
. it@m:sm explains that the rezoning maps are Appendices xplains that
l R

gd€pends on many things and can hinder or facilitate economic a
van ps (02:43:08) asks what the Cascade County Planning Division’s goakisy He questions if it is to
kinderor promote development.

: el Stone (02:43:19) states the answer is contingent. For an exa@we says given that removing
3

slaughterhouse in MU-20 effectively hinders that developmen area. He says that people have
commented that medical marijuana zcning is a hinderange.p cefor that activity.

Ryan Villines (02:43:58) states an observation that stafffogk geospatial and real data to create new
zoning which he approves of. He then asks what th ig'tailored around. He asks if it is currently
tailored around the current uses in the county. H@ks if the Planning staff agrees.

Michael Stone {02:44:34} states that historical land use reinforced the assumptions that went into the
statistical model that Sun and Missouri River corridors on the map have heavy residential development
and increasing tourism interest due to t@er amenity. Staff, in making the staff proposal, looked at QQ
what has been seen recently as far as de

opment that has come in and historical changes of land
through subdivision. The Cooper Subdivision (Dearborn area) is given as an example.
Ryan Villines {02:46:54) says that is upderstangable. He says we should learn from those past mistakes @

and should take another look at z6 the'county and should look more forward to see future land

uses. He thinks we are looking alittle-t5Q far past with analytics. He states it is known that the four-|ane

highway east of town [MT-ZOme or development and asks why that is not reflected in zoni
Michael Stone (02:47:56]) statesthat this area is not dense with small lots.

Ryan Villines (02:47:05) asks if this is through data.

Michael Stone {02: states there is an option and application process for people wh t to rezone
their area. As a osal, the process was done 50 an accusation of arbitrarily dr, tricts
explains that due to the methodology used, the area ea@f s MU-40
f

the Homestake subdivision due to the commons area. As an% it remained

could not e
with the exc%
MU-40 a@n else in that area statistically meets MU-20 criteria. The Belt 3 higher

conéentr f smaller lots and is MU-20 District; where it has the maj vided land for
resid ses gone in. He notes that north of 200 and the northern %county is largely
? wltural and has the butk of the county’s prime farmland with pa redominate use in the
ournty’s south. The Foothills subdivision is almost all prime farmland sidential use removing it

farmland. Residential subdivisions are primary threat to farm g5ays a policy exists that
pdivisions are reviewed based on impact to prime farmland but plemented.
@Van Villines (02:51:29) says that makes sense. He discusses S n'12.1 establishing the Zoning Board of
Adjustment and asks why that has not changed.
10
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Michael Stone (02:52:19) states rtheqirestion is not understood and the state authorizes that board.

Ryan Villines goes off topi es the county’s past proposal of limiting criteria. Anna Ehn ie@

to clarify if from last round of filling board positions. Ryan Villines affirms.

Anna Ehnes (02:53:08) iterat ard appointments are done by the Commission.

Ryan Villines (02:5%3 about statements in published papers and that Planning st% the
recommendatigns segn an last year’s board applications.

terates not done by staff to staff’s knowledge and reiterat ] mission

appoints r ficants.

Care % 4:02) interjects that the line of questioning is too far afi i@@

Anna Ehnes

2:53:05) reiterates that appointments are by the Commi

s (02:54:25) notes Section 13.1 is unchanged. He states zoni forernent is important.
f topic with last year’s [Commission] criteria and claims tha@ owed.

@ Haight (02:55:30) interjects and instructs Villines not to de ing staff, and that he is quite
Ei R

ver time.
yan Villines goes off topic on time and content limits. He sa ; for content limitations and other
issue. Anna Ehnes asks for clarification. Ryan Villines g topiclon government entities breaking a rule.
QQ Michael Stone replies by directing Ryan Vilfines to co@ t tade County attorneys. Then, Ryan
Villines goes off topic on government breaking the rule:

Carey Haight {02:57:13)} says Mr. Chair. |
Elliot Merja {02:57:28} asks if there is anyt@/\ r. Villines has to say on the zoning proposal.

Ryan Villines goes off topic on Section 13 anth.an infraction. g
. ®)

out

how to steer certain activitiestO/smaller areas and leave the broad pastures and farm fields okay;
interruption [...]. B would Tike to also look at the merits of pros and cons of fixing thi within the
Agriculture District%creating a whole new division, splits, and all that, | think that th re all
subjects for working graups and work sessions in the future—[...]Jand | do want to go back:tg-airissue of
law here. In #4a & hat is when the last Growth Policy was completed and authieci d@ d voted on
mission [...]. We are within the five {5) year window—and I'm ] % to read right of

ity Growth Policy from 2014, at least once every five (S) years |il er u\
Sekerning if] revisions are

0

option of Cascade

ination whether to revise

ity want? Do we want CAFOs?
L3st one tock months to complete.

OATTHOLLA

Q 11

o o

|

|
all but I'm going to read three {3) key ones. ‘Significant changes-in-existing trends and
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November 2016. We incorporated wgrk Broups in 2012— working committees, JLUS— 2009 we had

working groups. We need worki besides the data. We need real people sitting together at

table, saying, “What's gogd-+for Agei

marijuana? What's good for industry?” We need working groups like that bring their feedbac

embrace more of the folks. ere. Because we are the people. We have a government. We d

the consent of our through the— us and the Planning Board, we have various skills a%@opment
e ted

instruction, plannipg lture, and so forth... industry. [...] We are appointed by the yea
County Com issnd we have a staff that serves as public servants to provi%e i @r on. But |
think we do er when we had a broader inclusion of everybody, and sma _.- and more

work sessi we can get down in the weeds. We're heeding a huge elep tonjght and its very |
tougl"@o @ne piece at a time— over this time. [...] | suggest in the fut@e @ mare multi- |
ent, more handouts for the audience— so that they have 4 --:% p at what's gaing

thinkthat we can use

.56 that people have a
o¥this, but we need to have some way to incorporate more p ws, more feedback, work
ns, [and] werk groups. Befaore, we jump into a full-blown zoni ge— and | know that there is a

ot'gocd housekeeping, a lot of changes to administrative staff tfiat the-staff identified- that's good- but
we need to do what was successful in the past for 2014, 2008,4and] 2012. [...] One last thing-2012, we
were looking at the issue of fracking in the county. [...] We citiZen input on how we would regulate

some of the oil and gas activities. They will be requireg SUP. [...] | remember the industries |

saying we don’t want that, but we did it. [...] We als ons on man camps as well. So that’s all |
have to say Mr. Chairman.”

5. Old Business: none

5

6. Board Matters:

Richard Liebert wonders why no one ha ired yet for Cascade County Planning Division

Administrator in Public Works. He th Wts gut Public Works Deputy Director lan Payton, to make it @ ) )

T
clear to the public that he is currently a@; as the Cascade County Planning Division Administrator.

7. Public Comments Regarding er !:: in the Board's jurisdiction:

Laura Ravenscroft at 312 SW, Great Falls, MT 59404 (03:05:16) asks for clarification on*&jli
Merja’s personal ment at the beginning of the meeting. She wonders how the regylations have
become more restri on slaughterhouses.

Elliot Merja @:Iies that the slaughterhouse used to be that a slaughterhgu Land a
rendering p é% der one SUP. These changes make it that each individual fack 0 have its
own SUP refere, it is more restrictive than currently. In short, the slaughte ill have to go
thr rocesses and will have more restrictions. 'Y

C C {03:06:31) personalty thanks the board for scheduling a | eeting with an

n duration of time for this revision process.

the public applaud in agreement towards Carolyn Craven’s repiork ratitude.
rd Liebert {03:07:04} asks when the next meeting for zoning regulation revisions will take place. He

@would also like more press releases. Q
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Sandor Hopkins {03:07:13) says theRianring Board meetings are typically held on the third (3") Tuesday
of every month. However giv ast‘public interest in this particular project and other proposa

coming to the near futute-the Rlapning staff is unaware of when the next Planning Board m g
be.
Elliot Merja (03:08;30) ackriowledges the staff for putting this meeting together. \

8. Adjournment: 7:46 P & @
Elliot Merja mad %ion to adjourn %
Dexter B s the motion 'Y, %@9

Allin Fag%%asses 7-0

& &

O

S | @@@
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